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instead of going to such fashionable hotels
as the Mount Royal and the Ritz Carlton
to live a fast life, well, I think we are a
littie better off than we were twenty years
ago. On the contrary, those of us who have
adopted modern habits realize that it requires
more money.

As far as the labour element is concerned,
I agree to some extent with the hon. muema-
ber for North Winnipeg (Mr. Heaps), but I
must relate an experience I had Iast yeaT.
Out of the savings of twenty years of arduous
life I was foolish enough to build myself a
modest home; and during the six months
which it took to bujld that house it was
always surrounded with the automobiles of
the gentlemen painters, the gentlemen car-
penters and the gentlemen bricklayers who
came to ereet my house. It cost me so much
money that I have had to renounce for the
rest of my life the luxury of owning an
automobile.

There are many other factors which could
be mentioned, but I mention only that one
little point, the cenvenience of members of
parliament in attending to their own busi-
ness as well as the country's business. I
leave it to the conscience of the g-overnment
and to their cemmon sense, whether if is not
high time that fhey should renounce their
aristocratie attitude, shrouded with mysfery,
similar to that attitude which permitted the
leaders of governmenfs in England, long ago,
to launch an election or to refuse it. To-day
no0 governm Cnt in Eng-land would dare f0

appeal to the country without giving suth
notice in advance as permîts aIl parties, ahl
leaders,. and ahl expressers of opinion, ample
time in w bich to face the issues. As far as
I am concerned, I am absolutely indifferent.
I am prepared f0 go to, the poils to-morrow,
six months hence or a year hence. Whether
I am elected or defcated is aIl the same to
me. 1 will say f0 my people simply and
candidly wlrat 1 thiuk, anîd I wilI be judged
by tbeir commun sense, as I hope I wili be
judged in this house, not upon the few pin-
pricks which I may have sent right and leff,
but on my real thoug ht as diseiosed to the
members on all sides of the bouse.

Mr. JOHN EVANS (Rosetown) : Mr.
Speaker, 1 am sorry that if is my misfortune
to foi]ow the hon, gentleman (Mr. Bourassa)
after his delivery of such an interesting and
instructive speech. I do not have very mueh
concemn as to the time of the next election,
but 1 do hope that when the government gees
te the country the electors îvili know exactly
wvhat the gox'ernment stands for, as weii as
the stand faken by the opposition.

[',Ir. Bourassa.j

I do not think I would have taken any
part in this debate, except that I desire some
information as to the "iunprecedlented pros-
perity" which bias been spoken of by both
leaders, as well as referred to in the speech
from, the throne. I arn hopiing that anme day
the workers of this country, the farrners and
the wage earners particularly, will have more
f0 say as to the polities which cnncern them,
and that in this house their opinions as to
prosperity will be voiced rather than the
opinions of the president of the ýCa-nadian
Pacifie Raiiway or the presidents of our banks.
0f course, the banks are prosperous because
of the adversity of other people. I have
lisfened to the speeches of *both the leader of
the government and the leader of the opposi-
tion in an effort to flnd some indication of
policy whicha would give a hopeful outlook to
the workers and farmers of this country, but I
have been disapipointeýd. Indeed, Mr. Speaker,
cau aîîyone in this house say that one party
is protectionisf and the other party for free
trade? What does une party stand for which
disýtingutishes if fromn the other? Bath parties
stand for the utmost in privilege, both stand
for the utmosf in trade restriction for the
farmer, both deny the workers and wage
camnera the freedon of exehange in gonds and
labour. Both parties stand for the utmost in
ciass priviiege, and I would like to mention
aone of the means usýed to carry on this game
of privilege. There is, first, the intimidation
of the workers in our industriai centres; then
there is the concealment of the real facts
regarding the administration of the eustoms
tariff. The net (lues not say that the amount
of duty levied on any article is to, be accord-
lng to the status of the person who happens
to lie the importer. Such statua is always
clefined by the privileged interests, the manu-
facturers anvi the distributors-their deeision
is taken and aeted upon by those who
adminisfsr the aet. I have hcre a statement
from one who bias seen mnany years of active
service in the administration cf the Customs
Aet. H1e plainly shows that se far as the
manufacturer is ýprotected against the private

Smnporler or thc 1 iurchasing public. his protec-
tion is not 30 or 35 per cent but offen over
100 per cecnt and sornietimts 150 per cent. Let
nie show hnw this is doue. He says:

To approach a discussion of the tariff ques-
tion properly, tiiere aie tw o acta of parliamnent
te ceusder, andti tese acta caumiof be dix orced.
The ('estoins Act is the controiling factor in the
ameeeuît of reveuue collced frein any importer,
the Tariff Aet <îmly classifv ing the nierchandise
andi gixinz t]he rate of the inposf. The Ciistoms
Act laY, tiown the iieeth)od cf arriving at the
Valuhe for (luiy mntd aise t1je nxethod cf arriviag
at tiie status cf the iinpor.ter by the cuafomas
appraisers.


